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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript provides a timely and comprehensive synthesis of the current knowledge on how different land uses, specifically forests and agroforestry systems, influence soil biological properties. As global concerns over soil degradation and climate change intensity, understanding the role of soil biota in maintaining ecosystem health is critical. The review collates and compares findings from diverse studies, highlighting the superiority of natural forests and well-managed agroforestry systems in preserving soil microbial biomass, enzymatic activity, and overall soil health. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and accurately reflects the scope of the review. Suggestion for minor improvement: "A Review of Soil Biological Properties under Forest and Agroforestry Land Uses" (changing "Agroforests" to "Agroforestry" for consistency with terminology used in the field).
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is concise but could be more comprehensive. Suggestions:
 Add a clear objective statement

 Include key findings

State the conclusion/implication
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. It correctly identifies and explains key soil biological indicators (SOM, microbial biomass, enzyme activity, soil respiration, microbial diversity). However, a few points need attention:
Methodology Section: While the search strategy is mentioned, it lacks detail. Specify:
- The exact search strings used.
- Inclusion/exclusion criteria for selecting studies.
- Number of studies initially screened vs. finally included.
- Whether a systematic review or meta-analysis approach was attempted.
Depth of Synthesis: The review is largely descriptive, presenting findings from individual studies. It would benefit from a synthesis section that integrates these findings to draw broader conclusions. For example, a table or figure summarizing the consistent patterns (e.g., forest > agroforestry > agriculture for most biological indicators) would strengthen the manuscript.
In-text Citations: Some statements lack citations (e.g., "Soil microorganisms represent the most diverse biotic group in soil..."). Ensure all factual statements are supported by appropriate references.

Depth Variation: The review mentions depth-wise variation in microbial properties but does not consistently address this across all sections. Consider adding a brief subsection on "Vertical Distribution of Soil Biological Properties" to tie these observations together.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive and cover a good temporal range (1997 - 2025), including recent studies from 2023–2025. The selection is relevant and representative of the field. 

Suggestions:
Add foundational reviews: Consider including classic reviews on soil health indicators (e.g., Doran & Zeiss, 2000; Applied Soil Ecology) to provide theoretical grounding.
Ensure all citations in text are in the reference list: Check for any missing references (e.g., Ramos et al. 2025 is cited in text but listed as "Romas et al. 2025" in references; correct spelling or different papers?).
Formatting consistency: Some references have minor formatting issues (e.g., missing journal name in some, inconsistent use of italics). A thorough check is advised.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are several grammatical and typographical errors that require correction:
Examples:
- "recoded substantial declines" → "recorded substantial declines"
- "land uses" vs. "land-use" (inconsistent hyphenation)
- "Accessing" in introduction should be "assessing"
- "varied from one million to one billion microorganisms per one gram" → "range from..."
- "Romas et al. 2025" should be "Ramos et al. 2025"
- "dehydrogenase activities (DHA) µg TPFg⁻¹ soil h⁻¹" – spacing and formatting inconsistencies in units
- "the any ecosystem" → "of any ecosystem"
Recommendation: A thorough language edit by a native English speaker or professional editing service is recommended before final acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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